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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 
1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this appHcation is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicants submission filed on 10/24/2007 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 
1 . This action is responsive to an Amendment filed 10/24/2007. Claims 1, 2, 5-19, 21, 22, 
25-39, 41, 42, 45-59, 61-70 are pending. Claims 1, 5, 6, 21, 25, 26, 41, 45, 46, 61-64, 69, and 70 
are amended. Claims 3, 4, 20, 23, 24, 40, 43, 44, 60 are canceled. The examiner hereby 
withdraws the objections to claims 5-7, 25-27, 45-47, 69, 70 in light of the amendment. The 
examiner hereby further withdraws the objection to the specification in light of the amendment. 
The examiner hereby still ftirther withdraws the rejection of claims 20, 40, 60 under 35 USC 
1 12, first paragraph, in light of the amendment. 

Response to Arguments 
1 . Applicant's arguments regarding claims 1, 21, 41, and 61-64, filed 10/24/2007, have been 
fully considered, but they are not persuasive. 



Application/Control Number: ' Page 3 

09/941,239 

Art Unit: 2623 

Regarding claims 1, 21, 41, and 61-64, the applicant argues that Bruno et ah contains no 
disclosure whatsoever regarding storing a video signal in response to a determination being made 
that a connected device is not capable of receiving video signals. The examiner respectfully 
disagrees. As noted in the Office Action mailed 9/20/2007, Bruno et al. discloses a method and 
apparatus for recording and indexing video, audio and data information exchanged during a 
multimedia conference. A workstation and/or participant-identifying signal generated by a 
multipoint control unit is stored, together or in correspondence with the audio and video 
information, for subsequent ready retrieval of the stored multimedia information (see Abstract & 
col. 5, 1. 33-40). Bruno et al. further discloses that the MCU is capable of accommodating an . 
additional conferee participating via a conventional, voice-only telephone 34 connected to the 
MCU 26 through audio add-on line 36. Although the telephone participant will have no video 
interaction with the other participants of the conference, once the telephone participant is 
identified to the MCU a still image or photograph of that added participant may be retrieved 
from a database and displayed on the other participants' screens 14 when the telephone 
participant is speaking (col. 9, 1. 23-33). The examiner interprets identifying a telephone 
participant as "determining that the second device is not capable of displaying video signals," as 
currently claimed. Since the video is continually recorded after the telephone participant is 
identified, the examiner interprets this as "in response to determining that the second device is 
not capable of displaying the captured video signals, caching the captured video signals for 
subsequent display after the two-way audio communication is concluded," as currently claimed. 

Further regarding claims 1, 21, 41, and 61-64, the applicant argues that Bruno et al. 
teaches precisely the opposite of a system that does not cache unless a determination is made that 
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a non-video-enabled device is present, because the system caches video signals regardless of 
whether any of the participants have non-video-enabled communication devices. The examiner 
respectfully disagrees. Bruno et al. discloses that the each user in the muhimedia conference call 
must identify himself or herself to the MCU as the conference call is initiated (coL 6, 1. 5-6, 50- 
54). In the audio embodiment as well, Bruno et al. discloses that each conference participant 
must expressly identify her or himself to the computer at the commencement of the conference, 
so that the identity of each speaker or participant can be determined (col. 7, 1. 39-46). In the 
embodiment with the audio add-on Hne, the telephone participant again must identity himself or 
herself to the MCU, so that a still image or photograph of the participant may be retrieved from a 
database and displayed on the other participants' screens when the telephone participant is 
speaking (col. 9, 1. 25-33). This participant identification is necessary to perform voice activated 
switching in the conference call (col. 6, 1. 1-6) and to create indexes in the archive file of the 
conference corresponding to the speaker identities or workstations involved with a particular part 
of the file (col. 6, 1. 24-3 1). Since the voice-only telephone must be identified when initiating a 
call between the voice-only telephone and any of the multimedia workstations, the examiner 
interprets this as "wherein the captured video signals are not cached unless a determination is 
made that the second device is not capable of displaying the captured video signals," as currently 
claimed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
1 . The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
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pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention, 

2. Claims 1, 2, 5-19, 21, 22, 25-39, 41, 42, 45-59, 61-70 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
first paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) 
contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

Referring to claims 1, 21, 41, and 61-64, the examiner fails to find support for the 
amended phrase "wherein the captured video signals are not cached unless a determination is 
made that the second device is not capable of displaying the captured video signals" of claim 1 
and the similarly amended language of claims 21,41, and 61-64. Applicant argues that this is an 
inherent limitation of the previous claim language "in response to determining that the second 
device is not capable of displaying the captured video signals, caching the captured video signals 
for subsequent display after the two-way audio communication is concluded;" however, the 
examiner respectftilly disagrees. The fact that a particular second event happens in response to a 
first event does not mean that the first event is necessary for the second event to happen. The 
examiner also fails to find support for the amended phrases in the specification. "Any negative 
limitation or exclusionary proviso must have basis in the original disclosure . . . The mere 
absence of a positive recitation is not basis for an exclusion. Any claim containing a negative 
limitation which does not have basis in the original disclosure should be rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement" (See MPEP 
2173.05(1)). 
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Claims 2, 5-19, 22, 25-39, 42, 45-59, and 65-70 are rejected as being dependent on the 
above-listed independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States, 

2. Claims 1, 2, 6-12, 14-19, 21, 22, 26-32, 34-39, 41, 42, 46-52, 54-59, 63 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Bruno et al. 

Referring to claims 1, 21, 41, and 63, Bruno et al. discloses a method/system/computer- 
readable medium for enabling communication between video-enabled and non-video-enabled 
communication devices, the method/system/computer-readable medium comprising: 

- detecting a request to establish video communication between a first device and a 
second device (col. 5, 1. 41-54; col. 6, 1, 5-6; col. 8, 1. 25-30; & Fig. 1); 

- determining that the second device is not capable of displaying a video signal (col. 9, 
1. 23-33); 

- establishing two-way audio communication between the first and second devices (col, 
9, 1. 23-29); 

- capturing video signals generated by the first device during the two-way audio 
communication (col. 5, 1. 33-40; col. 6, 1. 1-12, 24-46; & col. 9, 1. 12-23); 
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- in response to determining that the second device is not capable of displaying the 
captured video signals, caching the captured video signals for subsequent display 
after the two-way audio communication is concluded (the examiner notes that the 
video signals of Bruno et al. are always stored for subsequent retrieval. The examiner 
interprets this as "caching the captured video signals for subsequent display" as 
currently claimed)(col. 5, 1. 33-37), wherein the captured video signals are not cached 
unless a determination is made that the second device is not capable of displaying the 
captured video signals (col. 4, 1. 55-59; col. 5, 1. 28-32; col. 6, 1. 5-6, 50-54; col. 7, 1. 
39-46; & col. 8, 1. 27-33). 
Bruno et al. does not disclose that the captured video signals are not cached unless a 
determination is made that the second device is not capable of displaying the captured video 
signals. 

Referring to claims 2, 22, and 42, Bruno et al. discloses the method/system/computer- 
readable medium of claims 1,21, and 41, respectively, further comprising capturing audio 
signals generated by the first and second devices during the two-way audio communication and 
caching the captured audio signals (col. 5, 1. 33-40; col. 6, 1. 1-12, 24-46; & col. 9, 1. 12-23, 40- 
60). 

Referring to claims 6, 7, 26, 27, 46, and 47, Bruno et al. discloses the 
method/system/computer-readable medium of claims 66, 68, and 70, wherein caching comprises 
transmitting the locator link to a user of the non-video-enabled device and the locator link is 
transmitted to the user via a messaging system (the examiner notes that pre-recorded conference 
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information can be retrieved from a menu of options sent to the user via a voice response unit 
(VRU)(col. 9, 1. 34-49). 

Referring to claims 8, 28, and 48, Bruno et al. discloses the method/system/computer- 
readable medium of claims 65, 67, and 69, respectively, wherein the terminal comprises a 
display screen, the method further comprising displaying the video signals on the display screen 
of the terminal (col 9, 1 .55-57). 

Referring to claims 9, 29, and 49, Bruno et al. discloses the method/system/computer- 
readable medium of claims 2, 22, and 42, respectively, further comprising: 
receiving a request from a terminal to transmit the cached video and audio signals; retrieving the 
cached video and audio signals from a storage device; and transmitting the video and audio 
signals to the terminal (col. 5, 1. 33-40; col. 6, 1. 24-31; & col. 9, 1. 18-23, 55-60). 

Referring to claims 10, 30, and 50, Bruno et al. discloses the method/system/computer- 
readable medium of claims 9, 29, and 49, respectively, wherein the terminal comprises a display 
screen and a speaker (col. 5, 1. 12-19), the method/system/computer-readable medium further 
comprising: 

- displaying the video signals on the display screen of the terminal (col. 9, 1. 55-57); 
and 

synchronously outputting the audio signals on the speaker of the terminal (col. 9, 1. 
18-23). 

Referring to claims 11, 31, and 51, Bruno et al. discloses the method/system/computer- 
readable medium of claims 1,21, and 41, respectively, wherein caching comprises encoding the 
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video signals in a compressed format; and storing the encoded video signals in a storage device 
(col. 8, 1. 20-67 & col. 9, L 1-11). 

Referring to claims 12, 32, and 52, Bruno et al. discloses the method/system/computer- 
readable medium of claims 11,31, and 51, respectively, wherein the compressed format 
comprises a form of predictive coding (the examiner notes that in content-based sampUng, the 
number of samples to be taken is dependent on the current amount and frequency of movement 
at the workstation)(col. 8, 1. 61-67 & coL 9, 1. 1-2). 

Referring to claims 14, 34, and 54, Bruno et al. discloses the method/system/computer- 
readable medium of claims 1, 21, and 41, respectively, wherein the first device comprises a 
camera for capturing video signals (col. 5, 1. 17-18). 

Referring to claims 15, 35, and 55, Bruno et al. discloses the method/system/computer- 
readable medium of claims 1,21, and 41, respectively, wherein the first device is selected from 
the group consisting of a video-enabled telephone, a video-enabled cellular telephone, a video- 
enabled personal computer (col. 5, 1. 12-18), a video-enabled interactive television (ITV) system, 
and a video-enabled personal digital assistant (PDA). 

NOTE: The USPTO considers the applicant's "selected from the group consisting of language 
to be anticipated by any reference containing any of the subsequent corresponding elements. 

Referring to claims 16, 36, and 56, Bruno et al. discloses the method/system/computer- 
readable medium of claims 1,21, and 41, respectively, wherein the second device is selected 
from the group consisting of a non-video-enabled telephone (col. 9, 1. 23-33), a non-video- 
enabled cellular telephone, a non-video-enabled personal computer, a non- video-enabled 
interactive television (ITV) system, and a non-video-enabled personal digital assistant (PDA). 
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NOTE: The USPTO considers the applicant's "selected from the group consisting of language 
to be anticipated by any reference containing any of the subsequent corresponding elements. 

Referring to claims 17, 37, and 57, Bruno et al. discloses the method/system/computer- 
readable medium of claims 1,21, and 41, respectively, wherein the video signals are cached by a 
server (control unit 30, multipoint control unit (MCU) 26, and digital computer 32) coupled to 
the first and second devices by at least one network (col. 5, 1. 33-40 & Fig. 1). 

Referring to claims 18, 38, and 58, Bruno et al discloses the method/system/computer- 
readable medium of claims 17, 37, and 57, respectively, wherein the at least one network 
comprises at least one of a cable television network, a direct satellite broadcast (DBS) network, a 
wide-area network (WAN), a local-area network (LAN), a telephone network (col. 9, 1. 23-27), 
and the Internet. 

NOTE: The USPTO considers the applicant's "at least one of language to be anticipated by any 
reference containing any of the subsequent corresponding elements. 

Referring to claims 19, 39, and 59, Bruno et al. discloses the method/system/computer- 
readable medium of claims 17, 37, and 57, respectively, wherein the server is located within a 
broadcast center associated wdth the at least one network (the examiner notes that the MCU 
displays the video of the loudest speaking user/conferee on each of the other users' workstations. 
Since all of the other users receive the same video, the examiner interprets the MCU, digital 
computer, and control unit to be a broadcast center associated with the network)(col. 4, 1. 67). 

Referring to claims 65-70, Bruno et al. discloses the method/system/computer-readable 
storage medium of claims 1,21, and 41, respectively, further comprising: 
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receiving a request, comprising a locator link indicating a stored location of the 
cached video signals) from a terminal to transmit the cached video signals (the 
examiner notes that an accessor retrieves a recorded video segment from a previously 
recorded conference by way of a variety of categories. The examiner further notes 
that in retrieving a particular video segment, the accessor is inherently indicating a 
stored location of the video segment)(col. 6, 1. 9-12, 24-31, 39-46 & col. 9, 1. 12-23, 
40-60); 

• retrieving the cached video signals from a storage device (col. 9, 1: 12-23, 40-60); and 
- transmitting the video signals to the terminal (col. 9, 1. 40-60). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 5, 25, 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bruno et 
al. in view of Milewski et al. 

. Referring to claims 5, 25, and 45, Bruno et al. discloses the method/system/computer- 
readable medium of claims 66, 68, and 70, respectively. Bruno et al. further discloses recording 
and indexing the participants of and data exchanged or transmitted during a multimedia 
conference, such as a videoconference (col. 3, 1. 19-24, 35-40; col. 5, 1. 33-40; & col. 6, 1. 1-12, 
24-31). Bruno et al. does not disclose that the locator link comprises a Universal Resource 
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Locator (URL). Milewski et al. discloses generating URLs for each segment of an archived 
video. The viewer uses the URL to access the archived video at particular point of interest in the 
future (col. 2, 1. 1-19). The user requests a URL for future access of the video with a telephone 
or PDA (col. 6, 1. 50-63 & col. 7, 1. 1-6). A server then sends the URL of the archived program 
to the user's PC (for example, by electronic mail (e-mail)), so that the archived video can be 
retrieved by the user in the future)(col. 4, 1. 56-61 & 12-22). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time that the invention was made to modify the archived 
videoconference retrieval system of Bruno et al. to include using a URL to retrieve the video 
signals, such as that taught by Milewski et al. in order to allow bookmarking archived items of 
interest for future reference purposes (Milewski et al. col. 1, 1. 50-52). 

3. Claims 13, 33, 53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bruno 
et al. 

Referring to claims 13, 33, and 53, Bruno et al. discloses the method/system/computer- 
readable medium of claims 11,31, and 5 1 , respectively . Bruno et al. further discloses sampling 
and compressing video signals using content-based sampling methods and storing the video 
signals in a memory (col. 8, 1. 65-67 & col. 9, 1. 18-23). Bruno et al. does not disclose that the 
storage device is selected from the group consisting of a magnetic storage device, an optical 
storage device, and a random access memory (RAM). Applicant's failure to adequately traverse 
the Examiner's taking of Official Notice (that it is notoriously well known in the prior art to store 
compressed video in a magnetic storage device) in the last Office Action is taken as an admission 
of the fact(s) noticed. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
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that the invention was made to modify the storage of Bruno et al. to include storing the 
compressed video on a magnetic storage device, such as that taught by the admitted prior art in 
order to provide more memory storage space at a low cost. 

NOTE: The USPTO considers the applicant's "selected from the group consisting of language 
to be anticipated by any reference containing any of the subsequent corresponding elements. 

4. Claims 61, 62, 64 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bruno 
et al. in view of Schultheiss. 

Referring to claims 61, 62, and 64, Bruno et al. discloses a method/system for enabling 
communication between an audio/video conferencing workstation terminal and non- video- 
enabled communication device, the method comprising: 

- detecting a request to establish video communication between the audio/video 
conferencing workstation and the non-video-enabled communication device (col. 5, 1. 
41-54; col. 6, 1. 5-6; col. 8, 1. 30-25; & Fig. 1); 

- determining that the non-video-enabied communication device is not capable of 
displaying a video signal (col. 9, 1. 23-33); 

- establishing two-way audio communication between the audio/video conferencing 
workstation and the non-video-enabled communication device (col. 9, 1. 23-29); 

- capturing video and audio signals generated by the audio/video conferencing 
workstation during the two-way audio communication (col. 5, 1. 33-40; col. 6, 1. 1-12, 
24-46; & col. 9, 1. 12-23); 
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- in response to determining that the non-video-enabled communication device is not 
capable of displaying the captured video signals, caching the captured video and 
audio signals within a storage device for subsequent display and playback after the 
two-way audio communication is concluded (the examiner notes that the video 
signals of Bruno et al. are always stored for subsequent retrieyal. The examiner 
interprets this as "caching the captured video signals for subsequent display" as 
currently claimed)(col. 5, 1. 33-37), wherein the captured video signals are not cached 
unless a determination is made that the non-video-enabled communication device is 
not capable of displaying video signals (col. 4, 1. 55-59; col. 5, 1. 28-32; col. 6, 1. 5-6, 
50-54; col. 7, 1. 39-46; & col. 8, 1. 27-33); 

receiving a request from a terminal to transmit the cached video and audio signals, 
(the examiner notes that an accessor retrieves a recorded video segment from a 
previously recorded conference by way of a variety of categories (col. 6, 1. 9-12, 24- 
31, 39-46 & col. 9, 1. 12-23, 40-60); 

- retrieving the cached video and audio signals from the storage device (col. 9, 1. 12-23, 
40-60); and 

- transmitting the video and audio signals to the terminal for display and playback 
thereon (col. 9, 1. 40-60). 

Bruno et al. does not disclose that the audio/video conferencing workstation terminal be an 
interactive television system. Schultheiss discloses a personal computer that is used to relay 
audio and video telephone communications between external telephone networks and a 
television (col. 1, 1. 43-50 & col. 2, 1. 12-15). A television interface unit includes a video camera 
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and a microphone, which are used to produce a video telephone signal (col. 2, 1. 48-50). 
Schultheiss further discloses allows a user to participate in audio or video conferences (col. 4, 1. 
36-38; col. 7, 1. 64-67; & col. 8, 1. 1-4). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time that the invention was made to modify the audio/video conferencing 
workstation terminal of Bruno et al. to be a television video telephone system, such as that taught 
by Schultheiss in order to allow participation in a video conference from a device at which 
individual and family gatherings often occur (Schultheiss col. 1, 1. 55-59 & col. 7, 1. 64-67). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Van Handel whose telephone number is 571-272-5968. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00am-5:30pm Mon.-Fri.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on 571-272-7331: The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct;uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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